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DETAILED ACTION 

This Office action is in response to the amendment to the claims filed 2 November 2006. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

Claims 1, 3, 5-7, 9, 10, 12, 14-16, 18, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Ferguson (US Patent 6,769,019) and Sheldon et al (US Patent 
6,072,486), hereinafter Sheldon. 

In regards to claims 1,10 and 19, Ferguson teaches displaying a toolbar over a web 
browser (as can be seen in the browser of Fig. 5), presenting a portal to a user, wherein the 
portal is for aggregating content selected by the user, presenting a bucket to the user, 
recognizing when the user selects content on a website displayed on the web browser and 
drops the content in the bucket, and adding the selected content to the portal (taught as the 
dragging and dropping of selected hyperlinks into the graphical user interface [GUI] 246 of the 
invention, seen in Figs. 7 and 8, the hyperlinks then being listed in the "open" GUI as seen in 
Fig. 8, the open GUI being analogous to the claimed "portal". See Ferguson, col. 6, line 60 
through col. 7, line 59). 

However, Ferguson fails to explicitly teach the linking of a portal of a user to a toolbar, 
and the further presentation of a bucket on the toolbar. 
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Sheldon teaches a system and method for use with web browser toolbars, similar to 
those of Ferguson. Furthermore, Sheldon teaches the ability to customize the toolbar of a user 
interface by adding, deleting, or changing the function of an associated button (col. 1 , lines 44- 
48). Thus the incorporation of the GUI 246, and its inherent link to the displayed portal in 
Ferguson, is made possible by the toolbar customization of Sheldon. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Ferguson and Sheldon before him at the time the invention was made to modify the 
web browser toolbar, portal and bucket of Ferguson to include the toolbar customization of 
Sheldon. 

One would have been motivated to make such a combination for the advantage of 
providing the user with quick and easy access to the most frequently used application functions 
in a prominent area of the application GUI. See Sheldon, col. 1, lines 46-48. 

Regarding claims 3 and 12, Sheldon teaches the customization of a toolbar to include 
any buttons and functions selected by the user, at col. 1, lines 44-48. This customization as 
taught by Sheldon would allow for the creation of a customization button on the toolbar. 

Regarding claims 5 and 14, Sheldon shows in Figs. 18-20 a toolbar button for linking a 
user to their email. 

Regarding claims 6, 7, 9, 15, 16, and 18 Sheldon teaches the customization of a toolbar 
to include any buttons and functions selected by the user, at col. 1, lines 44-48. This 
customization as taught by Sheldon would allow for the creation of a button for bookmarks, 
bookmark synchronization, and toolbar color. 



Application/Control Number: 09/932,262 
Art Unit: 2173 



Page 4 



If 

Claims 2, 11, 20, 21, 23-25, 28-29, 31-33, 35, 36, and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Ferguson, Sheldon, and Howard et al (US Patent 
6,584,505), hereinafter Howard. 

Regarding claims 2 and 1 1 , Ferguson and Sheldon have been shown to teach a web 
browser toolbar linked to a user portal with drag and drop content selection. 

However, Ferguson and Sheldon fail to explicitly teach the toolbar including a sign on 
button linked to the portal upon the user signing in. 

Howard teaches the use of web browsers in a network environment, similar to those of 
Ferguson and Sheldon. Furthermore, Howard teaches the use of sign on buttons in a web 
browser to allow access to secure information (col. 6, lines 53-62). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Ferguson, Sheldon, and Howard before him at the time the invention was made to 
modify the toolbar button customization of Ferguson and Sheldon to include the secure sign on 
of Howard. 

One would have been motivated to make such a combination for the well known 
advantage of protecting information and data specific to a user. 

Regarding claims 20, 28, 36, and 38, Ferguson teaches displaying a toolbar over a web 
browser (as can be seen in the browser of Fig. 5), presenting a portal to a user, wherein the 
portal is for aggregating content selected by the user, presenting a bucket to the user, 
recognizing when the user selects content on a website displayed on the web browser and 
drops the content in the bucket, and adding the selected content to the portal (taught as the 
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dragging and dropping of selected hyperlinks into the graphical user interface [GUI] 246 of the 
invention, seen in Figs. 7 and 8, the hyperlinks then being listed in the "open" GUI as seen in 
Fig. 8, the open GUI being analogous to the claimed "portal". See Ferguson, col. 6, line 60 
through col. 7, line 59). 

However, Ferguson fails to explicitly teach the linking of a portal of a user to a toolbar, 
and the further presentation of a bucket on the toolbar. 

Sheldon teaches a system and method for use with web browser toolbars, similar to 
those of Ferguson. Furthermore, Sheldon teaches the ability to customize the toolbar of a user 
interface by adding, deleting, or changing the function of an associated button (col. 1, lines 44- 
48). Thus the incorporation of the GUI 246, and its inherent link to the displayed portal in 
Ferguson, is made possible by the toolbar customization of Sheldon. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Ferguson and Sheldon before him at the time the invention was made to modify the 
web browser toolbar, portal and bucket of Ferguson to include the toolbar customization of 
Sheldon. 

One would have been motivated to make such a combination for the advantage of 
providing the user with quick and easy access to the most frequently used application functions 
in a prominent area of the application GUI. See Sheldon, col. 1 , lines 46-48. 

However, Ferguson and Sheldon fail to explicitly teach the toolbar including a sign on 
button linked to the portal upon the user signing in. 

Howard teaches the use of web browsers in a network environment, similar to those of 
Ferguson and Sheldon. Furthermore, Howard teaches the use of sign on buttons in a web 
browser to allow access to secure information (col. 6, lines 53-62). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Ferguson, Sheldon, and Howard before him at the time the invention was made to 
modify the toolbar button customization of Ferguson and Sheldon to include the secure sign on 
of Howard. 

One would have been motivated to make such a combination for the well known 
advantage of protecting information and data specific to a user. 

Regarding claims 21 and 29, Sheldon teaches the customization of a toolbar to include 
any buttons and functions selected by the user, at col. 1, lines 44-48. This customization as 
taught by Sheldon would allow for the creation of a customization button on the toolbar. 

Regarding claims 23 and 31, Sheldon shows in Figs. 18-20 a toolbar button for linking a 
user to their email. 

Regarding claims 24, 25, 27, 32, 33, and 35, Sheldon teaches the customization of a 
toolbar to include any buttons and functions selected by the user, at col. 1, lines 44-48. This 
customization as taught by Sheldon would allow for the creation of a button for bookmarks, 
bookmark synchronization, and toolbar color. 

Claims 4 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ferguson, Sheldon, and Schultz et al (US Patent 6,453,339), hereinafter Schultz. 

Ferguson and Sheldon have been shown to teach a web browser toolbar linked to a user 
portal with drag and drop content selection, and the customization of toolbar buttons. 
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However, Ferguson and Sheldon fail to explicitly teach a headlines button on the toolbar 
for displaying the headlines of the portal on the web browser. 

Schultz teaches a method for presenting "channelized" data to a user, similar to the 
portal of Sheldon. Furthermore, Schultz teaches the aggregation of channelized headlines at 
col. 3, lines 19-47. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Ferguson, Sheldon and Schultz before him at the time the invention was made to 
modify the web browser, portal and button customization of Ferguson and Sheldon to include 
the headline display of Schultz. 

One would have been motivated to make such a combination for the advantage of 
providing an intuitive and user-friendly interface for the management of portal data, at col. 1, 
lines 39-42. 

Claims 22 and 30 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ferguson, Sheldon, Howard and Schultz. 

Ferguson, Sheldon and Howard have been shown to teach a web browser, toolbar and 
portal that include a secure sign on button. 

However, Ferguson, Sheldon and Howard fail to explicitly teach a headlines button on 
the toolbar for displaying the headlines of the portal on the web browser. 

Schultz teaches a method for presenting "channelized" data to a user, similar to the 
portal of Sheldon. Furthermore, Schultz teaches the aggregation of channelized headlines at 
col. 3, lines 19-47. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Ferguson, Sheldon, Howard and Schultz before him at the time the invention was 
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made to modify the web browser, portal and button customization of Ferguson, Sheldon and 
Howard to include the headline display of Schultz. 

One would have been motivated to make such a combination for the advantage of 
providing an intuitive and user-friendly interface for the management of portal data, at col. 1 , 
lines 39-42. 

Claims 8 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ferguson, Sheldon and Shafron (US Publication 2004/0165007). 

Ferguson and Sheldon have been shown to teach a web browser toolbar linked to a user 
portal with drag and drop content selection, and the customization of toolbar buttons. 

However, Ferguson and Sheldon fail to explicitly teach a search field included in the 
toolbar, wherein search results are displayed upon entry of a search term in the search field. 

Shafron teaches the use of a toolbar similar to those of Ferguson and Sheldon. 
Furthermore Shafron shows a search field included in the toolbar, and the subsequent display of 
related results, at Fig. 4, and further taught at 1J0035. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Ferguson, Sheldon and Shafron before him at the time the invention was made to 
modify the browser and toolbar of Ferguson and Sheldon to include the search field of Shafron. 

One would have been motivated to make such a combination for the advantage of 
providing a consistently present search feature on a browser interface, as opposed to a user 
having to first access a search web page. 

Claims 26 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ferguson, Sheldon, Howard, and Shafron. 
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Ferguson, Sheldon and Howard have been shown to teach a web browser, toolbar and 
portal that include a secure sign on button. 

However, Ferguson, Sheldon and Howard fail to explicitly teach a search field included 
with the toolbar of the web browser. 

Shafron teaches the use of a toolbar similar to those of Ferguson and Sheldon. 
Furthermore Shafron shows a search field included in the toolbar, and the subsequent display of 
related results, at Fig. 4, and further taught at 1J0035. . 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Ferguson, Sheldon, Howard and Shafron before him at the time the invention was 
made to modify the browser and toolbar of Ferguson, Sheldon and Howard to include the 
search field of Shafron. 

One would have been motivated to make such a combination for the advantage of 
providing a consistently present search feature on a browser interface, as opposed to a user 
having to first access a search web page. 

Claim 37 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ferguson, 
Sheldon, Howard, Shafron, and Schultz. 

In regards to claim 37, the claim includes an aggregation of limitations present in the 
independent and dependent claims 1-36, and is therefore rejected for the above reasons. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-38 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Michael Roswell whose telephone number is (571) 272-4055. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 - 6:00 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




